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EDITORIAL NOTES 

1 of the Editor in Ju } ume tf the Law 

end of the usual time Phe Auvgu 1 ber wall 

ippear mo mud-August, when, we presume, most mie miber it the Bar will 

by ( mountams or at the seashore \ number will be at 
home playing hich is now as much of an American “game” 

} (oT a \WWhen lot ove rdone io rr L mvVvIVw~orator, but If 

on the part Got wbbeaany participant ; who Call carcely 

j thar \ ratbternoon to arrive to take tick ana ball and VQ OUl 

upon the putt rreen 
(ong? has been. or is about to become, invaded by a peculiar kind 


f “Union,” and it seems certain the country will not approve ot tt Chere 


re lL to be about 20 Senators and 100 Repre entatives who are to be 
“pledged to put the consideration of agricultural bills ahead of other leg- 
lation.” Phere were organized about the same time two other class or 
sectional groups, one of Pac ific Coast members, designed to act collective- 


ly in the interests of that particular region, and the other of legislators in- 
terested in obtaining government funds for reclamation and irrigation pro- 
rect \ well-informed correspondent remarks on the matter 

‘There is nothing particularly new in members of Congress, with 
common interest in specific legislation, getting together for conference and 
collective action the difference in the organizations now being tormed 
is that the members are pledged not only to act unitedly in support of spe- 
cific class or sectional legislation, but they propose also to act collectively 
revardiny all other legislation whenever they can thereby further their 


Own pet projects hese groupmgs are in many respects analogous to po- 
litical party caucuses, working in Opposition to the regularly organized Re- 
publican and Democratic organizations. At the present time the control 
of Congress is reposed in the Republican caucuses of the Senate and 


Plouse The frank design of the ‘class caucuses,’ which are composed of 
Republicans and Democrats indiscriminately, is to use in each instance its 
collective voting power in all matters of legislation, to force the Repubh- 
can organizations to accept their will.” If the members of Congress have 
nothing better to occupy their attention it might be as well for them to 
adjourn to their homes. 


Much as we are puzzled to understand the holdups and robberies and 
murders and suicides of the past year, they do seem to have had connec- 
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tion with the Great War and with the unemployment that has followed 
’ 1 , 1 1 } 
oO 1 not to be said that the fundamental reasons for them are insolvabk 
Paes 4 ; ] ; ; ‘ 
Bu not at all apparent why there has existed in the great cities of 
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COMMENTS ON SOME NEW LAWS. 
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State Board of Edueation and the Federal authoriti and provides 
this cooperation between them im order to secure for the State ot New 
Jersey the benefits of the appropriation under the Act of Congress of June 
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2, 1920, with respect to the rehabilitation of physically handicapped per 

n Chis is one of the many instances of cooperation between the State 
ind Federal authorities in fields of action in which the United States 
furnish funds to aid the States in the performance of duties which, 
ay the Constitution, are imposed upon the States; and, while the led 
ral government can rendet ble servi vhich ought to be welcomed 
by tl States, yet it is important that the Stat hould retain their pet 


onal interest and conscientious responsibility in the welfare of their 


peopl Phere is danger, both moral and economic, in the loss of this 
ocal and personal inte 

| ( ' n tor th lment of the lection | la September 

( in the numbe of voters in the entranchisement of women 

hrough an Amendment to t (Constitution of the United Stat \ num- 

ber of amendments were made at this time to the long and elaborate 

revision of the election la pproved May 5, 1g20 The ume Constitu 


tional Amendment led to the amendment of the Jury Act on March 1o, 


1921, by inserting the words “or she” in summoning the persons to serve 
urors, or grand juror There are some thoughtful persons who have 
made question whether it 1s not ne ary that the people of the States 


hould do something more than this to give their assent to so fundamental 


hange in the political organization of their several States, and it may be 


juestioned whether this statute is sufficient to impose upon women the 
burde of jury duty 

Pwo Acts were passed in 1921 relating to women as juror They are 
\ oncerning District Courts, in which it 1s declared that juries of six 
persons shall be summoned without regard to sex 


On March & tg21, a new Board of Utility Commissioners was cre- 
ited, the members of the former Board having been dismissed by the 
Governor, and this Act, having been approved by the Supreme Court 
on certiorari, was sustained by the Court of Errors he opinion in the 
Court of Errors was delivered by the Chief Justice; Justices Kalisch and 


\ 


Under the short title, “Non-Beverage Liquor Act,” the Legislature, 
it the last session, has made thorough and careful provision for the 


manufacture, use and sale of liquor for beverage purposes. Provision 1 
made for magistrates to deal with the punishment of offenses, and 
these offenses are not to be prosecuted in actions before jurie It 1s 
recognized that the jurisdiction of the State 1s concurrent with that of 
the United States. The making of the sale of liquor unlawful deprived 


the State Courts of their power to punish for the sale of liquor without 
license, and the present law provides a tribunal especially adapted to the 
enforcement of complete prohibition 

There are many other statutes which it would be worth while to 
notice, but the laws are not all yet published and further notes may be made 
in a later number of the Journal 


June 4, 192! KE. O. K 


The owner of an automobile, which at the time of the accident was 
being driven by the owner’s son with the owner’s consent, but for the 
on’s own purposes, is not liable for injuries thereby caused.—Smith v 
Higgins, N. Y., 185 N. Y. 832 
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LABOR LEGISLATION IN CANADA. 


problems of | anada are not different from those of 


the answer al- 


1 


ept in unimportant minutie ; and 
not be without mterest 
he Dominion followed some 

The Imperial Parliament m 1g 


tempted 1) thie one country may the other 


1 tye earli | eowwlation of t whit close 
] 


the existing leeislation m= ing and 
passed an Vet. of which the principle a tated by its proposer wa “to 
endeavor to ¢ blish a system of settling disput between employe and 
employed, by THation.” It was recognized that there had been for 
ome time in Oldham and el ewhere a fairly satistactot tem by deal 
ins th disputes between employe and their workmen by hoards of 
conc ati the bill was not intended to mterter with that practice but 
rather to give the boards of conciliation an opportunity to ¢ tablish them- 
clve on a better basi by means of registration at the officer board of 
trace Phe Act also provides that th hoard of trade might enquire mto 
the CAUSE an d circumstances of ay ab put between employe! and \\ ork 
men, assist in amicable settlement, at the request o1 the parties, apport 
an arbitt tor, el 

hese boards did much eood: the intervention of th board of trade 

A ometi ery useful, but the Act did not put an end io | 1] indu 


1 to show that some uch 


Llowevet thie experience in england een 
lati tine government of Canada 


egislati liable: and in 1900 the ex 
determined to imtroduce a ‘milar bill in the Canadian Parliament Mr 

1OM ‘> William) Mulock, then Postmaster General m= 1 Wilfred 
| aurier’s administration accordingly introduced a bill with the object “by 
the aid of boards ot conciliation to promot the settlement of trade i 
pute and differences that arise from time to time between employers and 
employed, a d between different kinds o1 emploves.” It wa “hoped that 
the application of thi principle might prevent trikes and lockouts and 
that if unfortunately such extreme measur hould be resorted to m he 
( e ( wel d putes, the adoption a) thi method 1111 ht ny about a 
more satisfactory and permanent ettlement of these disput 

the Act passed wa based on the Imperial Act of rkob: but m some 

respects went further Like the Imperial Act it pro ded for the regi 

tration of boards ot concilintion either betore or alter the p ing of the 


\et, a report ol the proceeding of each board to the Government, mves 
tion by the munister mto trade dispute , | 
provided 1Ot the « tabli hment ob a Department o1 Labour an 
cation every month of a “Labour Gazette,” de voted to information con 
ditions ot thie labor market and | mdred ubyect 


cemming Col 


be widely distributed 

oO lar a the mat obrect ol the Act wa concerned, = . thre estab- 
lishment of boards of cone ‘Tiation, the Act was a dead letter: but a Mint 
ter of Labour wa appomted and a Deputy Minister: the “Labour Ga 
btained and pub 


rotte” was duly publi hed and much useful miformatron Obtan 


lished 
Phe Deputy Minister was very suece ful in arranging settlements 
between employer and employed but in the absence of any powet ot 
lion. however gentl and conditional, it cannot be said that the Act 


compu 
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was constituted and one when the board was being constituted —in only 
one case did the board fail to prevent a trike, while there were 22 case 
Im mine: and publi litilitie where a board Wal hat called Por 

. 


\ full and itemized statement of strikes and lockouts in after year 


can be obtained from the publications of the Minister of Labour at Ot 


tawa: but it would secm to be unnecessary here to do more than set out a 
summary and the following will probably be found sufficient 
Ot cases comme within the Act of 1907 whether as affecting “public 


} 


utilities” and the like or by reason of request by one party and consent of 


the other during the period March 22, 1907, to March 31, 1gi9, there were 
374 cI prurte 


relerre 


under the Act, of which 67 were in mines, 217 tran 
portation and community ation, g publi Utility proper, 1. ¢ heht and pow 
} 


eT. €t4 » 2 Wm) War Ww | and <a | which were relerred under ree est or one 
party and consent of the other 1) these a7 A relerence there Were 24 
faulures to prevent or end strikes, 11, 11, 0, 1 and 1 in the classes above 


named 


In the last year of which full itemized particulars are available in 


printed Porm), 1. ¢ trom \pril I, 1918, to March Pp, SEQ, the number 
referred total and in classes were 100, 3, 44, 4, 24, 25, and the failures 2, 


- 2. @ .. @ 


In addition to the Act of 1907, it must be borne in mind, the act of 


1g06 has been in full foree. Offices of the Department of labour are 
tationed at Vancouver, Calgary, Winnipeg, Toronto, Ottawa, and Mon 
treal. [It has been not only the duty but the pleasure of these officers to 
get specially im touch with all industrial disputes, and to tender their good 
offices to prevent and adjust strikes and lockout “An ounce ot preven 


tion is worth a pound of cure:” and it is quite certain that in the great 
majority of cases of growing dispute which came to the attention of the 
department the trouble was settled without a strike 
cially stated that 

“There is a growing tendency on the part of em 
workmen to invite the services of a departmental officer before a break in 
working relations experience is of the highest value in conciliatior 
work, and many a dispute which has perplexed and baffled employers and 
olved by the appearance at an opportune moment of an 
officer who has trequently encountered the same or similar situations, and 


workmen alike 1 
whom both sides (though not always without hesitation on the part of one 
party or the other) accept as mediator.” 

It would be ungenerous not to say a good word of the splendid dis- 
position shown by employer and workman during the recent war. Canada 
was at war in August, 1914, and for some years, while the United States 


was still unengaged, was suffering fearful losses. In tgri the loss of time 
by strikes was over two million working days: in 1912 abot milli 
and in 1913 a million and a quarter, but im 1g1r4 less t] muillior 
with a total number of strikes 44, the smallest number in the experienc 

the department since its organization in 1901 In 1gi5 there were 43 
strikes with a time loss of 106,149 days, one-twentieth of the loss in 1911 


in 1916 the loss was slightly increased, 43 strikes causing a loss of about 
200.000 dav: 1Q17 was not quite so satisfactory In this vear labor short 
ave first became felt and there was a growing demand on e munition 


factories: shipbuilding became active, and the miners in the west were 
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totalling 148 brought about a loss of 


I> II \ th ti i { ( 
34.790 days, | than halt the loss of oti, a year of similar un 
MA I l \ l 1 I trl . but these WT ol hort dura lO, 
oduem OSS ( 63,341 days— 41 of the strikes lasted three 
( I Vo ork wa un Pink a cl l 
\ ( ul i ( by Lroublesom On l tional 
{ ) | i 1} thie apie Ol ( ribed obi l 
\ 1 ) ) yt) C4 On 2O, provide VO lout! 
1 to recovnize or to recely 11) ¢ l 
| imi) Onl © a) tny comin yf con 
ceedin betore ich board or committe 
U1 | ( xcept 1m case Ol pro ecutlion Tor pel 
ich b low or decline to allow protessional 
slicito Oa ough the parties may appear in person 
e b i their discretion conduct their proceeding 
priy Etc, ) 
e Act of 1yo7, the board sits in public unless it decides to 
it 1 pernut or refuse counsel or solicitors (Sec. 41), and 
( ( inity trom Court interterence as im the 
yt) 
ntly there ( iy of judicia oceedin In con 
\ 
been a very few proceedings against workmen for. stril 
| te ed to hese wet Ven rally due to 
( y, nat least one case to my personal knowledge 
( nding that they were acting illegally, called oft the 
( the award of the board was not satis! iCLOTy 
\IeGuire, one James McGuire was convicted by the police 
of Cobalt of iving unlawfully incited the employés of the 
ig Mining Company to strike,” and adjudged to pay a tine of $500 
lefault of payment to be imprisoned for six month \ motion was 
preme Court to quash the conviction on several grounds, 
being that neither party had made an application for a 
O Court held that the prohibition by the Act of strike 
x to and during a reterence” applied not only to cases in 
e1tner partly had applied ror a board but to all Cases: and con- 
y a strike is illegal before as well as after such application 
William Renwick Riddell in Minnesota Law Review 


DISSOLUTION OF THE READING R. R. COMPANIES. 


Jn May 31 complete approval of the modified plan for the segre 
the Reading 
y the Federal District Court in Philadelphia, and dis 


vas given by 
finally all questions of the complicated unscrambling of the proper- 
rolled by the Reading Company, a holding concern, unless some 
akes an appeal for review to the Supreme Court. 
The two big points decided by the Court were these: 


Companies, decreed by the United States Supreme 
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qual rights are given to the common and preferred tockholders in 
receiving the stock of the new corporation to be formed to take over the 
ihe id lv ( CUDDY ctl ar Wily im the |? hil: ide Ip hic and Reading ( onl and Iron 
C onipai 
Placme the 1 rity stock of the New Jersey Central, owned by the 
kKeading Comput n the hands ot a trustee or trustees, to be nical 
rives tor 1 c, t removing it from the con 
( pany pendin lul disposal 
( ( lie pl 1h, 11) ( ULLDL 1 the time it was filed ith 
\ t¢ ed ft ar ] LTi¢ RkKeadn ( Wipan 
| Philadelpha de lk aaa] Company and 
hall | ubye O ( Le cele revu 
CI 
( ed the Reading Compas inicl e (government to 
mn « i form of deere enmip my tl pom ip 
pr | on) Phe opinion was | nded down by Ciremit Judge 
I) ! concurred in by Circuit Judge Davis and District Judge 
homy 
ny Company owns the entire capital stock of the Re ving 
Raaibway Reading Coal and Tron Company, the Reading Terminal 
Company ca e Reading Iron Company, also $14,504,000 of the $27,- 
130,800 capital stock of the Jersey Central Railroad. The Baltimore and 
Ohio Railroad Company and the New York Central Railroad hold more 


( 
than $60,665,000 of the capital stocks of the Reading Company, con 
tuting a dominant interest. 

the decision of the Court brings to a virtual end the Government’ 
uit against the Reading Company as an illegal combination 
Under thi di olution plan, Jud ve Buffington holds the Reading Com- 


pany is not dt ibutiny a dividend or earnings, but is di i my Ol capital 
asset of the c 1 Cr mpany which the Supreme ( ourt t ha d declared it could 
no longer lawfully hold. “It is now disposed of, id the Court, “in sub 


stantially the same way as the law would dispose a the sien of that 
Company were it being dissolved, and in that connection we deem it prop 
er to say that, under the facts and circumstances before us, the legal ques 
tion of dividend distribution between the different classes of stockholders 
Is not here igen and on that question we express no present opinion 
for the simple reason that we are not dividing profits or earnings.” 

With regard to y~ disposal of the Jersey Central stock, the only « 
ference between the Reading Company and the Government was the ques 
tion of what amount of time should be given for its sale. The Reading 
Company contended it should be held by a trustee until after the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission had completed its plan of consolidating rail- 
roads, and that the value of the stock should not be subjected to a possib ile 
sacrifice. The Attorney General wanted a time limit fixed 
the co oa 

‘The oOurt was ot f the opinion that because of the provisions ot the 
Trans daca ition Act there is no prospective purchaser of the Jersey Cen- 
tral stock at a fair price, and so long as the control of the voting power of 
this stock 1: ia from the Reading Company and lodged with a trustee, 
there is full compliance with the mandate of the Supreme Court The 
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Iso said there is no good reason why the Court should subject the 
stock to the possible sacrifice of a forced sale 


Court 
all be placed in the hands of a trustee and the sale deferred in view of 


ble 


nent 


C1ite red 1é 


require 


ecided that the actual sale of the Jersey Central stock 


grouping of railroads by the Interstate Commerce Commis 
howeve r, tO a provision mM the decree tl] it on motion ot the 
other party, or upon the Court’s own initiative, an order 


ir the sale if and when it shall appear to the Court that 
or the situation makes 1t possible 


INTERESTING POINTS ON CHIEF JUSTICE WHITE’S LIFE. 


went of the New York “Times.” Mr. Preston Gibson, a 


] ry errs | lasct \\ ' } Torite tit 
the late ¢ ef Justice White of the | nited Stat be) 


ome interesting facts about the Chief Justice, four ex 


tft offered him the position of Chief Justice, 1t was many 


ld the President he would accept it. [ can remember 
library at 1717 Khode Island Avenue, when he walked 


room and would stop and say, “I am afraid the position 


| do not know whether | should accept it or not 


bout himself was to the effect t*at, when he 
ver, or perhaps the best-known young lawyer in 
of tl ludg asked him to defend a man who was 
Insel Mr. White made a plea for his chent, who 
tence of two years at hard labor \s they were going 
friend of the client said: 
( 1 y money?” 
iny money, don’t you suppose | would have employed 
ident f his career as a lawver concerned the time he wa 
man who had stolen a pair of pants. The man 
der a large table, when Mr. White sat down and 
he case. The man was most reticent. I[*inally 
other side called the accused to take the stand. The 
Mr. WI nd said: 
t to take he stand 
Mr. White “You're perfectly innocent, aren't 
innocent as long as I sit with my feet under 
ret up on the stand—oh Lord, Jedge, the trouble is I’se 
a great reader, a great student, a man who rose 
er late, closeting himself in his lbrary, alway: 
nd, as he said, “to learn something.” Tle was 
er of George Washington and John Marshall. Ele 
of an old colored man down in New Orlean The 
t id forgotten his age A friend said to him one 
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STATE V, CAHILI 205 

: John, how old are you?” 

: "Deed | don’t | now, bo 

“Well, can you remember Elenry Clay 

‘Yes, sah, | remember Henry Clay.” 

You urcly don’t remember (seorge Washington 2” 

‘i Yh, oo, <i d | io.” aid thie nevro 

Do you remember him when he crossed the Delaware ¢ 

Yes, sah; ye h: ‘cause | was in dat boat 

Oh, vou were?) Well, do you remember him when he took the hack 
at the cherry tree 

Phe old colored man scratched his head. Vhen a light came into hi 
eye , and he ud 

Yes, sal al | drove dat hack.” 

STATE v. CAHILL 
(Hudson Court of Common Plea Muay 1921) 
Right of Way on Street Ict of 

(Case of The State ex rel. Mayor and Aldermen of Jersey City against 
Patrick Cahill, Defendant ()n appeal, in charge of violating a city ord 
Inance 

Mr. Vincent J. O'Reilly for Defendant 

Mr. Frank J. Reardon contra 

McCarti : The above named det ndant wa convicted in a 
summary proceeding brought before the Judge of the First Criminal Cour 


of Jersey City, upon a complaint charging a violation of the local ordin: 


y 


directed against certain nuisances, passed April 26th, 1871 


Phe complaint charged in substance that the defendant on the 2otl 


day of February, tg21, with a street car, obstructed and intertered 
public travel upon Old Bergen Road, a public street of Jersey City 


proceeding is now brought for the purpose of reviewing such conviction 
The facts are admitted, and disclose that a trolley or street. ¢ 
operated by the defendant as motorman was proceeding South on th 
public street known as Old Bergen Road, in said Jersey City \ single 
line of track starts at or near the intersection of Greenville Avenue and 
said Old Bergen Road and proceeds for a distance of about three block 
The defendant, Cahill, in charge of the operation of said street car, had 
proceeded in a southerly direction along this single line of track for a dis 
tance of about one block and, when about thirty or forty feet from th 
northerly or near cross walk of Pearsall Avenue, which intersects and 
crosse ud Old Bergen Road at said point, he encountered a jitney bus 
head on, proceeding in the opposite or northerly direction upon the tracl 
which the street car was using. The sides of the thoroughfare wert 
blocked with snow and there was no opportunity for the jitney bus to 
turn out of the track and permit the street car to proceed, unless thi ney 


bus backed southerly about twenty or thirty feet to Pearsall Avenue 


where there was a clearance 
] 


Pohce Officer Brown, a patrolman of said municipality, who wa 


passenger in the jitney bus, ordered the defendant, Calull, to 


Cal north al distance of about One blo« kx toa doub] line ot tra ks, 11 orde 


to allow the jitney bus to proceed. This the defendant, Cahill, retus 
do, and was thereupon arrested by the said police officer and charged 
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state service, and, | think, within the language of the Supreme Court, 
ClY elated to it as to be a part ot it 
I l accordingly, that the petitioner was engaged in interstate com 
( he time of the injury: that his remedy, if any, is under the led 
\ hat the pending proceeding under the State act must be dis 
BALASH v. PHINEAS JONES CO. 
\\ ( ye i 13 iu Newark May AD 1921) 
r roa] Hoorkman Mad Incurably Insane 
Steve | | friend, Mary Balash, Petitioner, 
lones | Respondent 
\ iy] f ‘oner 
\ | ] ( onc ] 
1 while grinding or sharpening a cet 


| by the respondent in the general course 


vhile revolving, cracked and split, and 
l e and head, Which rendered i tl 
cident, the petitioner became 
duly con tted to the Over 
{ RS oat wh institution he is. still 
physicians it appears that he 1s 
for his recovery \bout ten 
ed work in the employ of the 
direct result of the ace1 
ors om day to d sO 
» the City Hospital for observation 
()verbrook Insane Asylum 

| etitioner, now an inmate of 
ough fe as next friend, 1s seeking 
ed November 16th, 1917, as a result 
bout ¢ months after the accident 
I t e | ting the time to one 
overy of compensation may be 
no tVINY lause wWhatso 
Ol ir limitation. On th 
) il Iway will be. bereft 
rte Legislature intended that 
ed tron erting his claim, 
( ypointment of a guardian 

that disobedience of expre 
r mentioned in the Com 
mal <¢ nfliction of injury 
tio ( a pel onal one lle, 
nd, if he would be a normal being, the 
) lf a rational employe 
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BALASH V. PHINEA JONI CO 209) 
chooses to sleep on his rights and dally with his rapidly vanishing chance 
he has made his choice and must abide the consequence The employer 
would certainly be prejudiced by undue delay in bringing a proceeding, 
Which circumstance the Legislature has recognized by arbitrarily fixing 
one year within which actions may b brought 

he petitioner, however, ha legally ceased to exist Had he died 
eight months after and as a result of the accident, his dependents would 
have been properly barred if they had done nothing during the remaiming 


Pour month Ol thre Coll [uaikew) i had i third person taken lep ty 
have a guardian appointed, who had not instituted proceedings during 
the same time, his negligence would also be fatal 

\ normal person has one year within which he may exercise thi 
privilege, and he would be within his right in waiting until a day or two 
before the expiration of the year before filing his petition Phe petitioner, 
mm the case at bar, had an equal right. and he might well expect that he 


would continue to remain a normal being, capable of exercising his di 
erection and choice in the matter 


\ccordingly, the failure of some one in not safeguarding his interest by 
having a guardian appointed should not be tmputed to the petitioner, in the 
ame way that common law, the negligence of a parent cannot be in 
puted to a child. Likewise, under the common law, it has been held that 
the statute of limitations does not run until one year from the date when 
some one competent to represent the incapacitated person h been ap 
pointed \n insane person is less able to protect himself in this respect 
than a child 

Phe petitioner had visited the Workmen’s Compensation Bureau in 


reference to his case, and before he could procure the proper medical 
evidence to warrant some action his affliction overcame him 

men’s Compensation law is a remedial statute, passed by the Legislature 
with the idea of lessening the rigors of th law’, 


1 
| 


¢ Common 

common law there are some exceptions to the operation of the limitation 
There was, therefore, no neglect on the part of the petitioner, 

would seem to me, in view of the foregoing, that he still would have four 

months to prosecute his action, after he again legally begins to live. This 

his wife as next friend, has endeavored to do, in filing this petition, and 

the amount involved should be held in trust until the appointment of a 


legal guardian 


[In the above case no compensation was awarded for temporary 
disability, but 100 per cent. for disability total in character and permanent 
in quality, amounting to 4oo weeks at the rate of ten dollars per week, 
amounting to $4,000. Of this, 147 weeks had accrued to May 9, 1921, 
counting from the time that petitioner was admitted to the City Hospital 
on July 14, 1918, making a total sum due the petitioner, $1,470. Also a 


counsel fee to petitioner’ counsel of S2co0] 


One seeking to hold another lable tor destruction by tire of an au- 
tomobile left with him for repair is held to have the burden ot showing 


negligence on his part, in the North Carolina case of Beck v. Wilkins- 
Ricks Co. 102 S. Ie. 313, which is tollowed in g ALR. 554, by a note on 
presumption and burden of proof where the subject of batlment 1s de- 


stroyed or damaged by fire 
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1 | Income account statement of the Company tor the year 1gG20 
» | tare ' a ; 1) ' , le 
hows a |e after payment of operating expenses and meonn deduction 
tdountin tor 0), 39 nd the statement tor the year rig a net loss of 
ve q 2) 
/ 
1 | Compan esents estimat howing the result of operation 1or 
? . | ‘ ] 7 ] +] . 
he year 1921 unde © existing rates, as well as unde he proposed 
Peli Lidia hese estimate how | | it the Lol ul timated 
(1 ( 1 resent rate void }) 17 79 } 1 i¢ Opel 1 
| | , ’ ’ ] ' ’ ' 
y | ( ( 1¢)] COMM I T¢ ( f ( () ( ( ( 
me | 1O4 . Phis would result 1 et | of ap 
4 proximate 0.00% 
. 1 1 | 
( ( | il ¢ Thre ( Tbetie Dey 111 d r¢ f if T ¢ Pp 
] 1¢ ( hie Cope ] Tr cl 1¢ ed 1¢ ] | (yD Cal 
} / 
eC QO} ppre nhiate H.4 OOO ihe 1 Thi¢ dedi 
11 } ’ ‘ ! les . 4a9 ‘ 4 ¢ +} 
r } 1 ‘ ’ oY LO4 OOO proauc ( 11] yiere ( hore in 
) ( 
()? ( ‘ tinea «1 I t ‘ ay ‘ ould 1 ( ( ‘ t}y-yt 
| i 
( ( ‘ hy ( t« } ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ . ‘ ] {+ the ws 
ala i init pte aaah ‘oui dei 
| . I 
( t pre 11 ( r | 1 the pl ue Of 
| i] 
f | Cite’ 
| ( ( 1 ( | 1 ( ( ¢ : v1] ( ( ( hye 
( ( The 1vV¢ ly ( | ri | ( ¢)] | VY T¢ ( 1] 
period of ten days prior theret 
| " vr , : ma 
| ABSTRACTS OF RECENT PUBLIC UTILITY REPORTS. 
| 
1] he ) l Crit OF 
. | r ( leo. ¢ hree hun 
| length In | pis City ( tice Of 
outh ( ) ra ( il } +] ( in) th) + 29 
) 1] m2 rlion of the far i re line | ah ln 1O 
} I] € any 1} led 1 e 0 d 1¢ bye 
) (| fon) 11 franchise Lie I wid I rem eS 3 tract 
| | ion ne | hy the preceding Board 
| ) | f-pte ae ] ‘Ty ] (1) dopte ) ToT he 
! 1 () ( trect ne] «| the ( nt of 1 ( he 
| } ( 1 won | 1) rere W CON eles t} he ( esent 
hs { ot ly, 1 on € of | n ne) ] ly ( 1 te) 1 ‘ ++ 
1 t| 1 {] | thre or} ( bh do 1) thie biel wy 2. ae 1 1 
;' 1 | er{ men resolution led 1 the 
1? ra ; “ ' lof iat » Sout . . et by 
( ( ¢) ) | ‘ { nl] in hie | ()1) r re \s 1 ( hie 
Bo ra hv 1 consent of] the Board to tl bandon Mol . 
t} ree 1 thre ren val of if Pratt he be Ta 
In view (a) of the mability of the Cor ny to earn hha ea 
return upon the property nvolved b) of the reque » ti C( 
| ‘ Yee ‘ Ef 
pany of the State Highway Commission that the track be removed so 1t 


may improve the street m que tion as a part of State ELlighway System, 


of the Citv Commission of Mallville that the Board 


. and (c) the requ 


a 
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consent to the removal of the tracks, we are of the opinion that the ad 2 
vantages accruing to the community as a whole from the removal of the i 
tracks and the abandonment of the franchise in question outweigh the . 
objections of the residents opposing the removal and will accordingly S 
grant the consent requested.” Report dated May 1o, 1921 Mir. W. Tl ‘ 
Bacon for Petitioner. Mr. J. H. Branan, Mr. Charles M. Shipley and 
Mr. James S. Steelman for Citizen's Committee of Millville 


n Re Bridgeton and MM lr no Phe applicant requested 
ht to abandon (1) a portion of its tracks in the City of Bridgeton 
unning tron the crossin rt tl Central Railroad tracks on the Bridgeton “| 


| 
‘ 


te right of way to Tumbling Down 
Park there was testimot that there is no long r traffic between the } 
h had been established by the Trac ( 


ae ba “ +h ee 
| n, th 1 
tion Company, is no longer in use the crossing over the Central Ral 
road tracks is in bad condition and the portion of the trolley line to be 
ban ed n rivate ht of way for more than half the distance ; 
Lhe length ot the stret h Or trac k proposed Lo be abandoned Is about two ‘ 
] \ ) { ay Consent will be given to the abandon 

nt and removal of the trac] mn the private right of way of the Com 


1 \ the DoOrtiIOnN of the tT wks On the Bridgeton and De rhield 





nsent wall be en to the removal thereof if the municipality 


p msent thereto 
Company also reque d permission to abandon its tracks 
merce and Church streets and running along Church | 
» Irving avenue, and along Irving avenue to the Central Railroad of | 
P ler ys tracl \ppli ition withdrawn ) | 
he Company also requested the Board’s permission to remove | : 
running between Newport and Port Morris and 
Bivalve It presented evidence showing that the section of the line in 
f ( upporting Phis section repre ented about 26.8% of 


the revenue tracl f the Company It is the only street railway com- 


1; Port Norris, Dividing Creek and Newport, 
ne which connects Bridgeton, Newport, Port Norri 
Bival he Boar d: “No application has been made to any of 
the proposed abandonment and there 1s no 
‘ ence tl the municipalities had in any wise consented thereto. This 


Board. 1 vit] nding the Company’s assertion that the portion of the 
it profitable, will not grant the application requested, 


it least until tl tiitude of the municipalities in regard thereto 1s ascet ' 
tained and evidetr ereot presented to the Board. Mere failure to earn 
return o1 line which is part of a system is not sufficient ground 
for ndonment.” Report dated May to, 1g2t. Mr. ©. LS. Tingley 
nd Mr. H. B. Gill for Petitioner. Mr. Francis A. Stanger, Jr., and Mr 
H. | thian for Bridgeton Chamber of Commeres Mr. C. W. Hand 
> ¢ ; ) ) { er ] 


” Meean iy Sewer Co \n appraisal of the Company’s prop 
erty made by the Board in 1918 and the present charges of the Com 
p were approved by the Board in 1918. These charges were: lor 


cottages and buildings used for private dwelling purposes, $1 per room 
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for the first ten rooms, and 75 cents per room in excess of ten rooms, with 
a minimum charge of $5; for hotels and boarding houses of 20 or more 
sleeping rooms, $1 cach for the first 30 sleeping rooms and for leepmng 
rooms m excess of thirty, 75 cents each; and this yielded the Company 
sufficient to meet operating expenses and interest on its bonds, but dur 
ny the past year the expenses of the Company were increased over $3,100, 


of which $1,600 was in increased taxe Ihe Company submitted a 
schedule of rates as follows: $1 per room in private houses to the num 
ber of ten rooms and in hotels to the number of thirty, and 75 cents pet 
TOOM 11) CXCE QO! aud numbers ‘| he ( OMIpanly de ired to make in addi 
tion to this a fixture charve for all fixtures in exce of what it calls “The 
averayve mstallation,” which consists of laundry fixtures, kitchen sink, one 


bath tub, one toilet and one wash basin, of 50 cents per fixture Dividend 
had been paid by ‘he Company in only one year out of the last twenty. “The 
Company had out $180,000 of five per cent. bond 

The Board said: “As the earnings of the Company are not sufficient 
to pay the increased operating expense ince the proceeding aforesaid 
and the interest on the bonds authorized by the Commission, the chedule 
of rates submitted will be approved.” 

Report dated May 14, [G2] Mr. is Fithian ‘Tatem for Petitioner 
Mr. A. ©. Boswell for the City of Ocean City Mr. Thomas R. fort and 
Mr. k. C. Hicks for Ocean City Taxpayers’ League 


In Re Ocean County Gas Co Petition filed Nov. to, 1g2o, for 
further increase of rates, showing that from Nov. 1, 1g1g, to Oet. 1, 1920, 
the Company lost $11,949.63 in its operation, and has never paid any 
dividends on 1ts $200,000 par value of stock lhe ( ompany rates had 
been under review several times within the last three years. The Board 


considered at length the estimated sales of gas, the capital used and useful, 
and gave tables of estimated expenses, ete., and at the conclusion said: 
“The Board therefore finds and determine 1. That the petition as tiled 
should be and is hereby dismissed. 2. That the Board is satisfied that the 
Company needs additional revenue for the proper operation of its plant 
and will permit it to file within ten days after the publication of this re 


port the following schedule of rates” [naming them]. It also provided 
for quarterly reports, etc. Report dated May i4, 192] M1 \\ L{ 
Jayne for Petitioner Mr. W. HH. Jeffrey for Township of Dover and 
Boroughs of Island Heights, Beachwood and Ocean Gate. Mr. William 


Ik. Blackman for ‘Tuckerton. 


In Re Tuckerton Gas Ce \pplication tiled Nov IO, I920, 101 
further increase in rates, from $2 per 1,000 cubic feet, and service charge 
of 25 cents a month, or $3 a year, for three and five light meters, to $2.95 
per cubic feet and same former service charges. The Company buys its 


gas from the Ocean County Gas Co., which had just been increased in 
price by the Board. After reviewing the estimated sales of gas, operating 


expenses, etce., with tables, the Board dismissed the petition, but allowed 
the Company to file a new schedule set forth in the report Keport dated 
May 14, 1921. Mr. W. H. Jayne for Petitioner. Mr. William EF. Black- 


man for Borough of Tuckerton 
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Vay Light and “ver Co \ppheation of Dec. 4, | ) 
ry ll 1 Ic 1 Dol it So to th WoOun SOS OOO 11) 
] ( Ira ( (oT) | hie bo | } ) ( ) ] 
e Compa ne 3O, LQ20 ln th | On 
vie 1 ( goa new ) init 
() cent. b 1 tl ! 1 there r | he 
. ' | | prin on ed tl 7 
not 75 mld be « rent | 
( 1\ Indebtedne | ly 
( 7 led considerab iW of mo 
( | il) ind \ ( 1) Col 4 
) ) ‘ i ! } 
‘) } t oy e 
cl ( ep CT thi bi ird rave: il ppro » thie 
I ( ( wo2 OOO INC] I Le \ 1}, 
S nel or the Company 
) ) \ppli on tor ec appl he issue 
1 ent. be for the purpose of installing 100 | Ir: 
t ire Board of lure ¢ 1h} il 
| he o ‘ ot hie [ lite Board lated ( Wwe! at 
CO installed $125 each, or a 
( lhe ( mit ed for the approva i} hie ho on 
e at tl ( price above 8o Phe Board 1 Lh 
Petit r should receive tor 1 ond 
perty | er uttl nd bear six per cent. interest 
e han go Board will theretore approve, for the 
l Lie pe ) L pal l¢ MF pL4,000 I pel cent 
] Ii } iT) (JO ) date \I y 14 )2 1 It 
l tor Pe mer 
{7 1G ( On a general inspection of the Company s 
e! 20, the Board's inspector recon ended that, in order 
' eT e there should be 1 talle 1new watel ( 
no s than 750,000 cubic fee per day Hlearin 4 
2 2 I he ¢ Mmipat reed to hie recommendation but 
r 1921-22, ete., and giving tables, the Board determined 
the plant capacity of the applicant should be increa ed by 
nance the necessary expenditures. After considering 
ue of property, ¢ perating expenses and taxes, esti 
jler capacity and connections enabling it to generate suf 
i customers for the ensuing year 
at it she uld reinforce the mains now known to be defe tive, 
Poherts Avenue where a two-inch main is now installed 
e replaced b four-inch main, and it should promptly meter 


isting mains 
) and (2) should be made on 


vice along its ex 
The improvements set forth in (1 
ites tat 
ily Ist 


That in order to meet its and re 


necessary ope rating expense 


apital installed or to be installed under provisions of paragraphs 


the Company will need an increase in rates and 


2) herinabove 


’ 








22232333 








222333 


ABSTRACT OF RECENT PUBLIC UTILITY REPORTS 


to 
wn 


MLy file a new che dule Ol rates elifective upon the completion and certli- 


cation of the worl et torth above, a follow a ) Ion domesti CUSLO- 
mers gas used shall be charged at the rate of $2.50 net per thousand cubic 
feet (without the ack Ou ofa ervice charge ) (hb) Ireel lamp ervice 
hall be contimued ndey pre ent rate to December Sh, IOek. Prior to 
thre expiration ot the ex ting contract the Company May, 1 bact War 
rant, ask fora. moof the street lighting schedule now in force.” Ke 
port dated May t4, 1g21. Mr. Norman Grey for Wildwood Gas Com 
pany. Mr. William ©. Hendee for City of Wildwood. Mr. Harry Nick 
ersou tor \Waild (rest. Mr. W. Courtright Smith for North Wald 
wood and Wildwood Crest 

In Re A lersey Gas Co Petition for further increase of rate 
filed No RPO | vo hearings had, Nov 23%. 104920, and \p. [5, 192] 
\ lengthy repos ith tables was made by the Board, denying the rates 
filed but allowing the Company to file what the Board considered a “yu 


and reasonable” rate for all classes of service, to be etfective after June 2 


lor metered service, beginning with $2.20 net for 25,000 metered feet, the 
lule is gradually reduced to $1.5 

lights $42 per year. Report dated May 14, 1921 \t the hearing of 
Apr. 15, 'g2t, there appeared: Mr. Norman Grey for the Petitioner. Mr 
rank B. Je for Borough of Magnolia. Mr. George Marshall for Bor 
boro. Mr. John Erdman for Borough of I:lmer. Mr 
Samuel ?. Hagerman for Township of Gloucester and Township of 
Centre Mr. Charles A. Long, Jr., for Civie Federation of Camden 
County. Mr. Charles S. King for Clementon Township. Mr. Walter M 
Keating for Stratford Civic Federation. Mr. C. H. Driver and Mr. rank 
Richman for Borough of Bridgeport. Mr. J. T. Potter, Mayor, tor Clay- 
ton 


: . 
Sschnes € tor exce Over 500,000 teet: street 


ough Or (4, 


In Re Ocean City Water Co.—Petition for increase of rates, being for 
a flat increase of 20 per cent. on its charges to individual users and 40 
per cent. in its charges to the municipality for fire service. The operating 
expenses in 1420 increased $6,600 over the preceding year. The Company 
has out tanding $286,000 in bonds and $100,000 in stock ‘| he proposed 
increases would bring to the Company estimated additional revenue to the 
amount of $8,200. The total revenue of the Company for the year 1920 
was $42,000. In addition to the payment of the interest on its funded 
indebtedness of $286,000 the Company has been paying a six per cent 
dividend upon its $100,000 capital stock. It intends in the proposed in- 
crease asked for to provide for dividends of six per cent. upon such stock 
The Board said: 

“This being an emergency application, the Board, pursuant to its 
declared policy in such cases, will not consider an increase in rates unless 
an appraisal of the physical property of the company is presented to the 
Board, or the Board itself has made such appraisal, at least in the absence 
of convincing proof that there is urgent necessity for allowing such in- 
crease in order to provide service to the public. Such urgency is not ap- 
parent in this case and, there being no valuation before the Board, all the 
elements which should be considered in a rate increase case are not present 
on this application. The Board will therefore deny the rates filed.” Re- 
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port dated May 19, 1921. Mr. J. Fithian Tatem for the Petitioner. Mr 
\. C. Boswell for City of Ocean City. Mr. Thomas R. Fort and Mr. R. ¢ 
Hicks for Ocean City Taxpayers League 


In Re Salem and Pennsgrove Traction Co.—Application for increase 
of rates [his Company operates electric cars from a point within the 
City of Salem to a point within the Borough of Pennsgrove, passing 
through the Townships of Upper Penns Neck and Lower Penns Neck, in 
the county of Salem, a distance of fourteen and twenty-five hundredths 
miles lhere are five fare zones on the line Phe Company was formed 
and the road constructed in 1915 entirely with private capital. ‘The securi 
ties were issued with the approval of the Utilities Board. When it was 
constructed there was in operation a large industrial plant at Kearney 
Point, in which vast 
the construction of 


quantities of war munitions were manufactured, and 
the road was required for the transportation of em- 
ployés to and from their homes to the plant. During the years 1916 and 
1QI7 


gi7 the road was operated at a profit on a five cent fare. On lebruary 
i7th, 1920, a charge of seven cents was approved by the Board. The pres- 
ent application is for the approval of an eight cent charge. The industrial 


plant at Kearney Point has ceased its activity but, with a few employes, 1s 
temporarily engaged in manufacturing dyestuffs, so that the passenger 
traftic of 4,582,364 in 1916 was reduced to 2,055,191 in 1920. The Board 
appr ved the rate proposed Report dated May IQ), 1921. Mr | B. 


Colahan for Petitioner 


In Re Burlington County Transit Co \pplication for increased 
rate On Aug. 16, 1920, the Company filed its petition to increase rates 
from five to seven cents, with rates as theretofore for school children. A 
review of the revenues, etc., being made in its report, the Board approved 
the application, subject to the condition “that the Company will arrange 
to transport passengers throughout the zone extending from Chester ave 
nue in Moorestown to the Town of Hartford instead of operating only 





from the Town of Hartford to Borton’s Landing Road as is the case at 
present.” Report filed May 19, 1g2t. Mr. George B. Evans for Peti- 
tioner. Mr. Herbert S. Killie for Borough of Northampton, County of 
Burlington and Mount Holly Business Men’s Association 
STATE v. GERIANI. 
(Connecticut Supreme Court of Error Apr. 20, 1921) 
Imtoxicating Liquors state Statutes and the Prohibition Act—‘Concurrent Power, 
On appeal from the Criminal Court of Common Pleas of New Haven 
County. Defendant was convicted of selling intoxicating liquor exceeding 
one-half of one per cent. alcohol and without a license 
WHEELER, C. J. (the other Judges concurring): The accused wa: 
informed against, tried, and found guilty of a violation of section 2790, 
General Statutes Rev. 1918. By the undisputed facts he had sold without 


license intoxicating liquor whose alcoholic contents exceeded one-half 
of 1 per cent. His defense was that prior to the first Monday of Novem 
ber, 1gig, he was a licensed dealer to sell intoxicating liquor, and on 
October 2&, 1g1g, he had made 


ers for a renewal of such license, and therefore, by virtue of section 


due application to the county commission 





| 
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2792, General Statute Rey 1Q18, he could not be found guilty of a viola 
tion of section 2790. On the date of these sales the county commissioners 
had not pa ed upor accused’ application ‘The State conceded the 
facts supporting this defense. The overruling of the demurrer, the deny 
mye of the motion of judgment, the refusal of the requests to 
charge, and the h complained of each contaim the two pormt which 
form the basis of the ppeal a pre sed here (1) That at the time of the 
offense alleged 1 2740, providing thta a sal of intoxicating liquor 
vithout a heens | subject the violator to the penalties provided by 
( Won 2st 1, » lore ind (2) that if the accused Cr found 
to have been a dealer, and had filed his appheation for renewal 
of his license, | we] ied in making the sal charged, by virtue 
of section 279 © tl ue of the rene 
I hic im © accused 1s that section Qo 1 uperseded by the 
Nation TO ct (41 U.S. Stat. at Large 305), and hence he can 
not be nd 0 olating its provision 1] \ct v passed by 
Con re late legislation to enforce the prohibitions of the 
here lite nendment und he second section thereof. It comprehends 
the f criminal nlity for the iufacture e, and po 
( lt) () HWitLGO 1} Maud ( cep i ) ZCQ) b thie act It COVET 
the ot ( d covered by o ory | upon the same 
uly 
Lhere difference between the lederal and State act The 
urpose of thi ede he enforcement of the purpose o mend 
ment lH liquor treated by tl ct as intoxicating should be banished, 
Its purpose prohibition he purpose of our State is the restriction 
und 1 tion « he trafhie m imtoxicating hquor 
In the enforcement of the powers conterred the Eighteenth Amend 
ent € onere 1 mvade the field of the Dol ey ver of the State and 
ts |e Ol ccomplish. the ime © ir purpo theretotore 
LC my te | tion Lh not bec 1 the police 
i) | l poe) eded, but be the exercise of th con 
titution QO tken Conere nt eld formerly occupied ex 
clu te legislation Phis does not 4 n that the police power of 
r ( hole or im part, h been taken from the State, nor that thi 
police power | been vested in the United State Phe United State 
not « ! the police power as such within the State, for it “lacks 
( () () hy reserved to the State by the Penth Amend 
the does not act under the police power upon an implied au 
Ol Cl power delegated to Congre until such time as Con 
( ct Llanulton v. | Distillert _O., 25] oe ee 
10 iD. A f | arte Guerra ( Vt.) ro A 4 lhe N onal Pro 
ihition v\ | ley lou tate of 1 right to exer poli 
Dow . the regulation and restriction of the hauor trafti 
ecu of the Iaehteenth Amendment “imvalidates eve latin 
\ vhether by Conere by State legislature, or b t territorial 
embl hich authorizes or sanctions what the sections prohibit 
ional Prohibition Cases, 253 U.S. 350, 4 up. Ct. 486, 588. Unless 
trie tate’s execreimse of that Powe conth I with the con titutional grant or 
ith the Act of Conere passed in enforcement of the grant, its authority 
to act within it police power 1 upreme 
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the Courts which have pa lL upon this question hay reached a hke 
onclusion that the Eighteenth Amendment has not superseded or su 
ended t hie Stat tatute C oni onwealth \ Nicket (1) upra; otal \ 
District Court ( Mont hog Vac. 310; Jones v. Thick Gaa.) 104g S. f 
United States v. Peterson et al., 208 led. &64 Lh mie VIEW 
btained in the construction en the Federal War Time Prohibition Act | 
Wilson v. Board of Water Commissioners of Jersey City (N. J.) 1og Atl ‘ 
al 
36.1-305 : | | rte Cite ra \ ro A. 224 
lhe National Prohibition -\ct, among other things, provick it all 
, : - ! : ; ) ot 
iin lf of one per cent. or more of alcohol 
] | { 1] 1 . hii 
ne quors, thr icccepting the detinition by which all liquor 
] ‘ | . ge 2 bili ‘ : al 
d taxed the national governmen lt liability were 
| ’ | Tit 
I I lO] { (] 1 MILONA itll d CXpPel C1ICE nad 
C1) ) } imend cit could lye had 
he , , bye 
() ~ 1 YT \ lie OF HaQuo lor i Crave hout 
} 1 ot) 
( of alcohol Phe amendmen Ipple 
‘ | 
\ ro ited eCVve) ii¢ () tos ney 


1> 
red tlidates But that part of the 
ch 
ce (7 } lol ite | Huot CO ning’ 
( ‘ clo ( mati +] 1 ‘ , 
! Ie 
WI 
r ( (yt eneL CO l ill ¢ I per ( 
] ; ¢ ] ’ ] 1 > 
l late ( nil 8) ikKIN uch sales 
, , ) pen lve ? ‘ Tite itute 
] r the end it a rl nt 1] IC tO 
( f thiol thin ¢ mcanmMy 
tion , | gotten Ticie 110n \ct of; 
ly i: eae Vg See ae le Nt ne 
nalties ditt WV hie onviction in on a 


ninthne o h r for thie me act ha been ma 


risdictior We shall wait until we are as 
oint before ressing an opinion upon it ce] 
). ple provid t 11CCT a eae! Vho nad | led col 


()7 bye COTM mteqd penameg thre dec) 1on) Ir 


rce in its entirety, then sale file 
hibited by the end it ¢ 
far fortl this statute would cot 
( is: { ‘ Ol | that 
' nee ul re not con 


; i bee 
(Court properly charged that wit 
th I ct wintatosl ley 


I ce vif he cl . 
i ] 7 
( ( med had 4 cle ipphea Th 
( nam tor (ICC) (91) I ye bore ter 
don t right to make such sal of 
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SOME STATE NOTES 


\Ir. John 


has consented to serve another term 
as city counsel of that « 

fudge Frederick G tickel, Ji 
of Newark, has taken po ion of 
his Bradley Beach summer home, 
and commiut to Newark when 
necessary 

The annual meeting of the New 
Jersey tate Bar Association wall 
be held at Asbury Park, June 28, 
zt) and a() 

Mr. Jay Les Rothschild, a mem 
ber of the New Jersey and New 
York Par ot 13 | edat treet, New 


York ( ity, ha opened an olfice at 
\ 


Broad street, Newark, for his 
kkochs 


71K 
he 


firm, Seligsberg, Lewis & 
child 

The new Collector of 
Revenue for the Il ifth 


with Newark offices, 1s M1 


C. Ferguson, of East Orange 


Internal 
District, 
I*y ank 


THE UNION COUNTY BANDIT 
REWARD. 


Union County has its troubles in 
paying off a bandit 
many persons laid claim to it that, 
as they could not agree on the ac- 
ceptance of a division made by a 
committee of the Board of Chosen 
Freeholders, an interpleader 
filed in the Court of Chancery so 
it could divide the poil. It 1s, of 
course, an unusual proceeding. 


reward. So 


Was 


DEATH OF MRS. MINTURN. 


James I*. Minturn has 
been bereaved a second time of a 
wife. His first wife, Anna C. Fo- 
ley, died about twenty years ago. 
The second, Minnie T. Foley, a sis- 
ter to his first wife, both daughters 
of the late Timothy Foley, a con- 


Justice 


Milton, of Jersey City, 


tractor of Hoboken, died 
Ol Minty 20 al 


On treet, 11) 


uddenly 
her home, 630 Hud- 

Hfoboken Justice 
Minturn was out of the city at the 


time, as her death totally une 
pected urviving her, besides het 
husband, are her tepso lf ranklin 
and two sister 

In this conneétion we are allowed 
to publish these lines, written by the 
Justice Belvidere in 1917, and 
placed in his wite’s casket June 2, 
ig2t, the day of the funer 

lo My WIFE 
| u We! another moon would 
hi 

lo ca thie rie laut 
lo yreet the Hite 
lo vrasp the loving hand, and ee 


The beaming tace, 
Of love shine forth; 
And all the while 
the ro 
If you were here 


morn dispel the night 
' 


To ¢¢ 


If you were here, another m would 
hine 

And other stars would tell me you are 
mine 

Another we would whirl about in 
space : 

Another heaven would beam from out 
thy face 

The birds would sing with gladsome 
thrill, 


The brooks, the woods, the rippling rill, 

Would have a charm more rare, more 
dear 

If you were here, if you were here!” 


ESSEX COUNTY LEGAL AID AS- 
SOCIATION. 
The Essex County Bar has been 


interested here tofore in a Legal Aid 
Association. Recently the Lawyers’ 
Club appointed a committee to out- 
line plans for raising money for the 
Association 

Among the speakers were former 
Judge Alfred I. Skinner, President 
of the Essex County Legal Aid As- 
sociation; Chester W. Fairlee and 











) rhilkks NEW JERSI LAW JOURNAT 


\ { (; Lat vortl It wa cle delivered the moonshimer Pout {49 
there 


ded at the meeting to appropri Sso.00 bill A whicl VOCre mnmediate 
$ . fram the club treasury to aid lw handed to the n hal. who in only 
, , { 
} \ Y , | committee aq return vave back $ change and =n 
, } 
CrVist ) ( i recerpted bill of hereupon la 
" t lo ' the moonshine ( ide of the (yr 
’ 4 Rho 
( \ 1 ( V1 ( 1) ( rr 
| { 
\ \ ce Co 1 ask « , these 
\ { ( 
il ¢ \ ( «) Wpporter 11 
( \ 4 \ . titi 
\( ay | ( ]>¢ ( | ‘ 
, 111 
Wil «ct ( ( eCryviy ] Rp 
‘ i ; ere 
| ‘ wy t SKC | } 
( ) r | . <4) tl 4 
| | ’ Pron 
( ( l ( 1167] hy ( 
ture 
( { , ( I 
eet are cout 
( «l 1y 
col It \' il 11 ct t , " 
' r . . , more r Z . tcl 
CHIEF JUSTICE WHITE’S WILL ¥ <7 = thy erat 
i 
’ ( ( it] 
’ ( (if ] ) ' 
‘ zs TC! 
mr 11 tive | 
{ ) i) 





()) ] l »] ()T ] (TC 
( ll ] 
| : shy Oe 
} ré 
( Supt 
A a ceanl | | 
; i’¢ 1 
( Ct 1h 
| 
. ) l (91 1 AC lyeyf 
‘ t 
’ : Cc Ve 
i] 
( 1¢ 
| ( 
( r 
pren 
. . " P . ( od { ] ('] (>| { 
PER CAPITA COST OF COURTS ' : en 
i, ; ) Me 
{ 1 ‘ 1 T , 
| J) oul 
( { ft] 
ren 
) ( ( ( | fc) 
| ( ( ry, ( ( 
} " ) 
f ( eT e.e4 ! ( pp 
} J ( pita we ( aids 
17) S10).2 , ni 6) 
( }O 1 thi | Loou 
f ( ( st of thre wpreme € ourt ; 
) { <4 
' ae ( e ru highest per capita 





‘ 
2233333 














A} 


(49.490 cents) In Nevada ( 


there are fewest peopl whi 

only ? {O! mbhiabitanet he 
sé / 

est (.054 cents) WW 1 ¢ 

ha population ot 1 


Ma acl ott 


MISCELLANY 


where 
ch ha 

PONV 
vba h 
93,547 


and 


l prem Court « , LIstice 
| 
{ ( pre cribed hy 1] | ( (on 
titution ) vhonre ¢ { 1 $6.500 
annually 
\ t] ( ll] rt rolere 
cT¢ } Pyyiy 1) 
' 1 
hewn , Cheol ippeal 
{ ! | , 
roo | | ! ( Leesa 
] ' ] 1 
LIT Cy ( ae { | \ppe | 
Court " ( ( 0] i] Lote ,] 
}] 
ourt (ca t three judves) a2 to 
{ ] ; yy ‘ { A 
cl ( 1] ( lll ()] \ppeal 
] 
Ui I ire intermediate be 
. £2 nad the Su 
prem ( ( 1 Won crite 
11) ind 1] other 1) tC] 
hie pres ( “irl pet ( Dilan co 
1} }] () 7 | ne irl 
] Pd peop! i 1] e1oht 
11 trict ( « rl (>T Jopo¢ i] ()7 t] ree 
l] 1C¢ ( | nnqu7 1 ot 
Sf) OO] enc a} ( aire lone 
T¢ t ‘ 1 ] ‘ ( thre ot 1 
Supreme Court 
1 hie Thi Tel ippli 1 
rent | he nearly 
nme 1 | |) l nterimy 
| | ( perio (Court of 
CvVvel nie ny) 1 | |: ed here 
th « ( nly othe 
{ ] 
| ( ( rey 7? hei 1] 
prem ( ¢ ce 1 1¢ than two 
] 
ent }' ! ( ri ( ro 
ina, whi sty-third. and 
1 
outh © cre hicl , | irty 
ft] ’ lar ' , threat 1] 
reme Court jude 
C thie C Out iS 1¢ 
, , | { ] { 
i () paleeeeen ( CC] WIC Calor 


\labama 
madees ). | rnin (rR). 4 
Pines (1 Indiana 


Louisiana, My 
(24 Ohio ( 


AY 
ouri (Q),. INCW 


24), Oklahoma 


COTE TA 


[<> 3. 
York 


Brar 


vivant 


Penn 
and ‘lexa 


156 appellate Court 


judgement 


»~099 

nS 

Na (7), Lennessee (5), 
{ 30 ) thirteen states and 
liqelore 4 hose 

iT¢ 11) r¢ lity finial ee 


most mstanes cll as. trial 
Court Crave } ited 
14.479 cen per capita rying 
Prom) 7 | || cent 1) Vermot down 
1¢ - \ CCT) 1! Wie ( 

lhe exes ( ! int of 
Maine (2.135 cent due to the 
fact that 1t ipreme Court bench 
0 ct locs tl or] 

rt] ( Yr) I ‘ “St ) Ith) al 
Tp) let re | , ( ie. any 
) pula (1 ),! nly 
ry Judy ne for cach 127,956 of 

/ 

population ind by a Cl fj 
Perio! ecg le-y 4 ] ivineg 
urisdiction Cy ; nship 
l CO 1 bicyne liyclor P 1 not 
by M1 itt WV) Conn ()T *() 
OOD Cy ‘ pol Cr main 
tained at cow or n pial ¢ 
PCris¢ vhose c( ] ] ted 
Ii] 1 ( ( ich 
mMIore 1! ] 1 ( { ‘ani 
ene | | ( they 
piace 

(300) ar ire C] va 
|) 11) 1) mele) ) } 1o*¢ ()] 
COCnNeC! ! ! vl in 
CTeASe uf electio oven 
lan 1) .2¢ I SO) COD) } | day 
on $2,000 to the 32 Judges adds 
Pe an CCT) pel CAI ( (,eCOrOo1n 
hole ] I T¢ 1 ] per cap 

I 

, } ‘ onth ( I 11 1I¢ st 
he ( \r] ] 

| de vare J mailer 1! ed te 
M ( tii pre ec Court 
liudy (| pr ) id the 
bull of then ( pel cl reed 

Li) | { ] 1) SI 
prem Court | ( i «eC t per cap 
ita), while the ti.i1g dditional tot 
trial worl lite ()1 prin ( f1\'¢ 
cent pl ( Dati lor thre 3,000 
population vhich ] ly } larg 


Cl populat 


Oakland, ¢ 
fet. N 


ch 


il. St. Paul, Minn., [Re 


Y.. Columbus, and To- 











224 rik NEW JERSEY LAW JOURNAI 
ledo, Ohio, Portland, Or., or Prov lowa, Nevada, New Mexico, Okla 
idence, R. 1... and less than one-sev homa, and Kan vho pay that 
nth the population of Philadelphia um) VW) | ; Dive) 
laries paid to the Jud ot Raleigh, N. ( i he DPD / 
he Supreme Court im all (a I 
compiled by Mr. E. W. Lawrence OUR DEFECTIVE INSTITUTIONS. 
; ’ ] \1t il , ] 
biseu 1 he 1O 
we ! cal tre nt an tram — 
el Ni Cy 7. Col 0 \ 
S1.4,000 N VY or] «) Vledu SOCK ) ( cf _ 
\I 1s $12,001 lunte no and Alercer co 
$10,000 : | cut, Sg \\ thie kallmian ho 
( ( )] SQ cQO I ( on 1 O ( 1 
( formia, We i rtment of Institution na Cy 
NI |). vare, Nebra nd velopr { n ution should , 
\] ( ~7 500 \] re 1 cle (1) | | | 1} 
Ci d Washington, 37,000 ne center h mI 
Ay 6,800 \labam 1 nd outpost ce disea ind de 
\I ppl S1>, 500 I thal eneracy CoO | ( ed ) JI 
low N¢ New Mex Okla ventive measu 
nd | is, $6,000; North In order to d properly 
1) Lenn er 55,500 ( ! loner ( | ou; 
N ina, $5,250; Vis 1a ourteen ¢ 1 nstitution ust 
(dre $5,200; New Hlamp be enlarged ( ones ce 
Mat \r na, Colorado eloped Phe buildi 1 quip ; 
Id t tui Utah l \' \ ment of lrento | \lor I’ taims 
ming, $3,000; Florid d Sout! hospitals, of the St Lon for 
( $4,500 \rkat and = Bo nd Gi nd for the Feeble m 
Ver +4000 ut] Dakota Minded i meland I I be 
5 2.006 doubled and modernizee \We must 
ine 2084 lore of the supreme t lo t] d of Boston and of 
ur t State erage $7,185 an John Hlopkin Universit and 
y Medical School and provide a mod 
Ne yor ! eril nerea ern psychopathic hospital in the 
t ries to $17,500.00, t northern part of the State a med . 
d the trial cal and tran r center for preven 
ludges in New York Cit tive work and to make up for our a 
VI nsidering increas lack in New Jersev of any medical \ 
ell rit the present llege whatever. We must develop | 
ry is | than that paid a ju two training schools in the northern 
tice the peace in the city of De part of the State for defectives who | 
troit and much less than that paid now clutter our class rooms and fill 
{ ! -_ re or the \\ yne Cr our trect We MUS! ilso have l 
cuit” (1920 Michigan Bar Proceed new reformatory so w in use oul 
ings, p. 149), and a salary of $20, Rahway prison structure as an in 
900 has been recommended to the dustrial branch of our State prison 
M igan legislature \ a reformatory the Rahway 
There are eighteen States, who © structure simply ts not. As a prison 
pay their Supreme Court Justices it is one of the best types of Brit 
less than $6,000 (besides Indiana, ish prisons.” 








